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R EM ARKS ON PROPHECY. 


There are certain portions of Revelation, necessary, “to make 
the man of God perfect,” the study of which requires the ex- 
ertion of all our faculties, and the application of every branch 
of human knowledge we can possibly acquire. This arises from 
the very nature of the subje ct treated of, and from the limited 
faculties of the human mind. 

A considerable portion of scripture is occupied with pr _ 
tical declarations, —in reference to events which have long 
since taken place, to those which are now happening, and to 
those that will hereafter hi 1ppen in the future ages of the world. 
It contains a series of predic tions which embrace the leading 
oullines of the history of the world, from its commencement 
to ils final consummation. Now in order to trace the accom- 
prenesigeey of these predictions, and to perceive clearly the 

vents to which they refer, a minute acquaintagee with anci- 
nl and modern history is indispensab'y requisite; for it is in 
history either sacred or civil, that their acco miplishment is re- 
corded. And could we, with one comprehensive glance, take 
a survey of all the leading events which the history of the 
world records, we should be enabled, when reading the prophe- 

‘al writings to perceive at every st P the ideas and purposes 
of that All- -comprehensive Mind that “knows the end from the 
beginning * and his faithfulness i in accomplishing the promises 

ad exec uting the threatenings, of his word. A knowledge of 
chronology is also requisite, in order to ascertain the time mr 
which predictions were uttered, and the periods to which they 
refer—and, of ancient geography, to determine the locality 
of those tribeS and nations to which the prophecies have a tre- 
ference, and their relative positions with regard to each other. 
In particular, it is nece ssary to be acquainted with the figura- 
dive style in which prophecy is conveyed, in order to undet- 
stand the writings of the ancient prophets. These writings in 
common with those of most of the Eastern nations, are highly 
poetical, and abound in allegories, parables and metaphors.— 
The allegory is that mode of speech in which the writer or 
speaker means to convey a different idea from what the words 
in their primary signification bear. Thus “ break up your fal- 
low ground, and sow not among thorns,” (Jer. iv. 3.) Is to be 
understood, not of tillage, but of repe ntance ; ; and these words, 
‘thy rowers have brought thee unto great waters, the east 
wind hath broken thee in the midst of the seas ” (Ezek. xxvii. 
36) allude not to the fate of a ship, but to the fate of a city.— 
*@f all the figures used by the prophets the most frequent is the 
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metaphor, by which words are transferred from their plain and 
primary to their figurative and secondary meaning. One of the 
most copious sources of these metaphors to which the sacred 
writers resort is the scenery of nature.. The sun, moon, and 
stars, the highest and most splendid objects in the natural 
world, metaphorically represent kings, princes, or rulers, &c, 
the highest in the petition! world, as in the following passages, 
“ The moon shall be confounded, and the sun ashamed” Is. 
xxiv. 23.—“ I will cover the heavens, and make the stars there- 
of dark; I will cover the sun with a cloud, and the moon shall 
not give her light”—Ezek. xxxii. 7. Light and darkness are 
used figuratively for Joy and sorrow, prosperity and adversity ; 
as “we wait for light, but behold obscurity : for brightne Ss, but 
we walk in darkness *—Is. lix. 9—and likewise for knowledge 
and ignorance,—‘“ The people that walked in darkness saw a 
great light,” &e. Immoderate rains, hails, floods, torrents, in- 
undations, fire. and storms denvote judgment and destruction. 
Lebanon, remarkable for its height and its stately cedars, is 
used as an mage of majesty and strength; Carmel which 
abounded in vines and olives. as an image of fertility and 


‘ 


beauty ; and bullocks of Bashan, rams, lions, eagles, and sea- 


monsters, as images of cruel and oppressive conquerors and ty- 
rants. Metaphors are likewise borrowed frem history, from 
the scenery of the temple, and its various utensils and services 
and from the ordinary customs and occupations ol life—the 
meaning and -  apagenan of which require to be distinctly un- 
derstood, in order to perceive the spirit and references of anci- 
ent prophecy. 


Dick’s Improvement of Society, p. 2 
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49-21. 


ILLUSTRATIONS OF THE APOCALYPSE. 
Rer. xiii: 1-10. 

The rise of the Kingdom of Antichrist in Europe. Its Impious attributes 
It derives its power, throne, and junsdiction trom the Imperial Maj it of 
Anti-Chnstian Rome. The subserviency of men to its rule. The Blas- 
ph my of its King, who is “a King of Kings.” The duration of his 

“ingdom. IJts warlike character; its conquests, and extent of its juris- 
dicnon. Its end, captivity, and destruction. 
Prediction. 


1. And I stood upon the sand of the sea, and I saw ascend- 
ing out of the Sea a Ferocious Beast, having Seven Heads and 
Ten Horns; and upon its horns Ten Diadems, and upon its 
heads Titles of Impiety. 2. And the Beast which I saw re- 
sembled a Leopard, and ry rr as it were of a Bear, and its 
mouth like the mouth of a Lion; and the Dragon surrendered 


to it his power, and his throne, and an extensive jurisdiction. 
3. And I beheld one of its heals as it were smitten by death, 
and its wound of death was healed, and all the Earth followed 
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with servility after the Ferocious Beast. 4. And they did hom- 
age tothe Dragon who surrendered jurisdiction to the Beast, 
and they prostrated themselves to the Beast saying, ‘Who is like 
to the Beast? Who is able to make war with it? 5. And 
there was appointed to ita Mouth speaking great things and 
ealumnies, and there was g ven to it power to wage war forty- 
tio months. 6. And it opened its mouth in blasphemy towards 
God, to have calumaiated his character, and his dwelling 
place, and the sojourners in the heaven. 7. And it was per- 
mitted to wage War against the saints, and to overcome them ; 
and there was surrendered to it jurisdiction over every tribe, 
language, and nation. 8. And all the inhabitants upon the 
earth shall do homage to it, whose character has not been de- 
scribed in the Book of the Life of the Lamb, who was sacri- 
ficed from the casting down of the world. 9. If any one have 
an ear, let him understand. 10. If any one take into captivity. 
in captivity he dies; if any one slay with the sword, with the 
sword he must himself be slain. Tis is the patient-enduring 
and contidence of the Saints. 
Signification of Symbols and Phrases. 
THR SAND GF THE SEA. 


Patmos, an island of the /Evean Sea, in which John was 
whea le beheld the vision of the Apocalypse, The A®gzan is 
full of iittle islands, which upon the map, in comparison to the 


»diaeent eoatinent, are as grains of sand to the sea. he 
zraa Group ts as it were a shoal of the European coast; and 
may, therefore, be regarded as the shore of the countries over 


which the power of the Ferocious Beast was to extend. In 
this light we view Patmos as of “ the sand of the Sea.” Stand- 
ing on tats (sland, then, with his back to the southeast, John 
would have before him Italy and her Islands, Roman Atrica, 
Spain, tuckeding Portugal, France, the British Islands, and the 
countries of the old German Empire. These may all be said 
to be countries of the sea, espectally of the Mediterranean.— 
Those of the Old German Nation abut southward upon the 
Gulph of Venice,—northward on The Baltic, and west of north 
upoao the North Sea. The British Islands are sea-girt. France 
is washed by the English Channel, the Bay of Biseay, and the 
Mediterranean, the peninsula of Spain is almost enclosed b 

the Atlantic and Mediterranean ; Roman Africa is washed by 
the same waters ; and Italy with its Islands by the Mediterra- 
nean and the Gulph,of Venice, which is but an arm of that 
sea. So that, with the exception of Britain, they may all be 
said to be eountries of the Mediterranean Sea; and even she 
scarcely forms an exception, for she has dependencies in that 
Sea as well. Outot these countries, John saw the Monster 
ascending. He does not inform us in this place, whether the 
sea was stormy, or tranquil: that is, whether these countries 
of the sea were in a state of war or peace; though, we learn 
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from other sources, that they were in a state of tremendous up- 
roar and commotion. The seas which surround these regions 
are always foaming and dashing upon their shores. The "y are 
never still; it is therefore, a fit and pr per emblem of their in- 
habitants ; who have more or less been involved in the tumult 
of war from the beginning of their nationality. It was out of 
this restless sea, that the Beast was seen ascending. 

In chapter xi. 7, John says, that it ascends, e& tees abysson 
out of the abyss: in chapter xvi. 8 the same phrase is used in 
the Greek, a.d is rendered, oud of the bottos imiess pil: and here 
ch. Xi. he is said to asce nd, ek te es thala: €€8, CULO { the sca} 
so that the sea, the abyss, and the bottomless pit, all referring 
to the same thing, are in these passages the same. Abyssos 
when applied to a large body of water indicates depth; and 
thalassa, agitation, The use of these two words, then, by 
John, when a | eaking of the rise of the Beast, indicates, that 
the sea out of which he ascended was a tuimullnous de ep. 

A FEROCIOUS BEA 

A monstrous beast is the symbol of a Despotism. The 
hingdom of God and of his Christ is never represented underf 
such an emblem. The Beast John saw was a monster in every 
sense of the word; he was impious, celummicus, and the mur 
derer of holy ones. “ No doubt ts to be made.” says a writer 
On tals passage, “that this Beast was desicned to represent ihe 
Roman Empire ; for thus far both Ancicnts and Moderns, Pa- 
pists and Protestants are agreed: the only coubt and contro- 
versy is whether it was Rome Pagan, or Christian, Imperial 
or Papal.”"—It cannot signify the Roman Empire under a Pa- 
fan Constitution, because this had risenmany centuries before 
John saw this vision. In his day it had risen to maturity and 
was soon after to be revolutionized under THE MAN OF SIN,— 
Constantine, who lunposed upon it a Catholic Constitution, 
which he sealed with the blood of thousands: as forgshown in 
chap. xi. It was Daniel who saw the rice of Pagan Ro me out 
of a stormy sea; it remained for John to see his predicuon} 
of the Little Horn amplified under the symbols of the chapter! 
Lefore us. 

The monster had Seven Heads. In chap. xvii. it is said) 
“the Seven Heads are seven mountains, on which the Great 
City that rules over the Kings of the Earth, sits,” rs. 9, 18.) 
“ And there are seven Kings ” or forms of government, which} 
have prevailed in the Seven Hilled City. ‘Tacitus in his An-} 
nals says, “ Rome was first governed by Kings, then by Con-} 
suls, by Dictators, by Decemvirs, by Military Tribunes with 
Consular authority. »” Since that time there have been E npe-} 
rors, and Gothic Kings. These are the Seven Heads or forms| 
of government, which were established on the Palatine, Ca-) 
lian, Capitoline, Aventine, Quirinal, Viminal, and Esquiline 
mountains—the Seven Hills of Rome. On these mountains 
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they arose one after the other, until at last they all vanished 
away and gave place to the Papal Form, which combines in it 
the Imperial and Pontifical authority ; and concerning which, 
John says, “ he is THe E1GHTH, and is of the Seven, but “goes 
to destruction.” 

He had Ten Horns. The Angel told John, that, “ the ten 
horns are (or signify) ten Kings, which have not yet (in his 
day ) received their Kingdom, but they shall receive authority 
with the Beast, as Kings at the same time. These are unani- 
mous, and shall deliver their own power and authority to the 
Beast.” 

The Body of the Beast is spotted like a Leopard. Itis made 
up of various * tribes, languages and nations.” Its feet are like 
those of a Bear, the instruments of cruelty and rapine. Its 
mouth is as the mouth of a Lion; very terrible when it utters 
its voice. In Daniel’s vision, the Leopard is the symbol of the 
Macedonian Empue ; the Bear of the Medo- Persian; and the 
Lion of the Babylonian The Ferocious Beast, therefore, hav- 
ing a mouth derived from the symbol of Babyloa, identifies it 
as the anti-ty pe of Baby lon the Great, which feil betore Cyrus; 
and which comprehended within its realm, Sodom and Egypt, 
the types of its spiritual attributes, even of its immorality, ini- 
quity, and flagitious crimes. 

TITLEs OF IMPIETY. 

These are upon its Heads. They are the Titles of the Ro- 
man Majesty under whatever form of governuient prevailing. 
Rome was called ‘the Eternal City,’ ‘the Lleavenly City, 
‘the Goddess of the Earth” ‘ the Goddess;’ and had her tem- 
ples and altars with incense and sacrifice offered up to her.— 
The .mperors pretended to divine power, to be gods upon 
earth—Lords of the W orld—August or Sebustes, (to be wor- 
shipped) and Autocrator or Selt-powerful. In their decrees 
they assumed the language of gods, *‘ Our Divinity orders so 
and so;” or “it is our divine will;” as if each Imperial Decree 
were a command from Heaven. This is but a feint idea of the 
Titles of Impiety assumed by the Sixth Head of the Beast.— 
The Eighth is the heir of these, and since he has come into 


possession of the estate, he has appropriated them in all their 
impiety. He calls himself Pontifex Mazimus, or Supreme 
Pontiff. Rector Orbis or Ruler of the World :—** Sanctussimus 


et Beatissimus Pater” or Most Holy and Biessed Father ;— 
Sanctissimus Dominus, or Most Holy Lord ; the Spouse, 
Bridegroom, or Husband of the Universal Church. On the 
day, he is declared the Vicar of Christ, he is adored as such by 
the Cardinals, who when they kiss his toe, say, according to 
the phrase of the Council of Lateran, in the fourth session,— 
“ Dominus Deus noster Papa, idem est in lerris ac Domi- 


nus Deus Cali, nam habet potestatem ligandi,” which is, the 
T2 
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Lord our God the Pope, is the same on earth as the Lord God 
of Heaven, for he hath the power of binding. When the triple 
Crown is placed on his head for the first tine it is done with 
these words ‘ Receive the Tiara adorned with three crowns, 
and know that then thou art the Father of Princes and Kings, 
Ruler of the Werld, on earth, the Vicar of our Saviour Jesus 
Christ, to whom be honor and glory for ever and ever. Amen.’ 
THE DRAGON, 

This monster is mentioned for the first ime in chapter wii. 
He is there termed a “great fiery dragon, having seven heads 
and ten horns.’—The great diflerence between the Dragon and 
the Ferocious Beast is, that the Dragon’s Seven Heads were 
crowned and not his ten horns, as in the case of the Beast.— 
“And upon his heads” says John, there were “Seven Crowns.” 


Remove these ¢ rowns from the he ads, and picee ten CIlOWNS 
upon his horns, and the Dragon is transformed into the Beast. 
This removal indicates that “the power, throne, and jurisdic- 
tion ” of the Dragon had passed from him to his successor the 
Beast: and that the Majesty of the first sym! which was 
undivided had been distributed, or shared among several.— 


The Dragon is the symbei of the Roman Empire, both under 
the Pagan Constitution, and under that which obtained from 
Constantine to the breaking up of the empire into Ten King- 
doms. This latter Constitution of the Empire some term 
Christian. But this is incorrect. The Roman Empire never 
had a Chistian Constitution. From the time of Augustus, 
the first Emperor, till Constantine it was Pagan; from Con 
stantine til the subversion of the Imperial Jurisdiction over 
the West it was Catholic ; and from that period till now it has 
been Papal.— That the Dragon is the symbol of the Empire 
under the Imperial Pago-Catholic Headsbip wil! be seen from 
this—John, surnamed Chrysostom, who lived in the 4th cen- 
tury, says, that “the Emperors wore among other things to 
distinguish them, silken robes, embroidered with gold, in which 
Dragons were represented.” Gibbon says, speaking of the pro- 
cession of Constantine from Milan to Rome, * he was encom- 
passed by the glittering arms of the numerous squadrons of his 
guards and cuirassiers Their streaming banners of silk, em- 
broidered with gold, and shaped in the form of Dragons, waved 
round the person of the Emperor.” 


HIS POWER. 


The Dragon or Imperial Pago-Catholic Rome, surrendered 
his power, throne. and an extensive jurisdiction to the Ten 
Horned Beast. The powerattached to the Impenal Suprema- 
cy consisted in the levying of armies, the raising of money, 
the waging of wars, the making of peace, the commanding of 
all the forces of the state, the having the power of life and 
death, the distributing of :ewards and punishments, and the 
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enacting of al) kind of laws. The Emperors, both before and 
after Constantine, were the supreme judges and arbiters in all 
religious matters. They took care that the rites of the pre- 
vailing superstition were properly performed, and for that pur- 
pose all priests were subject to them. The presence of the lm- 
perial Pontifis was requisite in public and solemn religious acts. 
‘They made prayer, dedicated temples, inaugurated priests, re- 
culated the year, and the public Calender, and so forth. ‘The 
title of Pontulex Maximus or Supreme Pontiff or High Priest, 
although a Pagan appellation, was retained by the Catholic 
mperors to the time of Gratian A. D. 378.—* ‘The Christian 
Mmperors " Ssuys Gibbon, “condescended to acer pt the robe and 
ensigns which were appropriated to the oflice of Supreme Pon- 
tiff. But wheh Gratian ascended the throne, more scrupulous 
or more enlightened, he sternly rejected those profane sym- 
bols."— Although the Catholic Superstition became the religion 
of the Emperors, yet the majority of the Roman Senate was 
avowedly Pagan until, by the influence of Theodosius, the 
(C‘onstitutional Re lurlon of Rome was formally « utvoted by tha 
servile Assembly, A. D. 383. ‘Thus, it will be manifest, that 
the Imperial Majesty of the Empire was both Pagan and Ca- 
tholic at the same time, being The Bishop of Bishops, and the 
Pontifex Maximus of the College of Priests ; hence the propri- 
ety of the term Imperial Pago-Catholic Rome. 
HIS THRONE. 

A throne is a royal or judicial seat. The throne of the Dra- 
von was the seat of the Roman Government. ‘ihe Senate ot 
the Roman People was instituted by the Founder of Rome to 
he the perpetual council of the Republic. After the expulsion 
of Tarquin the Proud, the power of the Senate was raised to 
the highest. Every thing was done by its authority. The 
magistrates Were in a manner only its ministers. No law 
could be passed, nor assembly of the people heid, without their 
consent. Alhhough the supreme power at Rome belonged to 
the people, yet they seldom enacted anything in their Comitia 
Tributa without the authority of the Senate, The fortunes of 
the Senate were various, still before the re-establishment of 
Monarchy, its authority continued very great; for as power 
and majesty properly belonged to the people, so did authority, 
splendor and dignity to the Senate. When Augustus became 
master of the empire, the Senate still continued iis functions 
though shorn of much authority. His successors, having ha- 
bituated the Romans to slavery gradually began to order what 
they pleased, withont consulting the Senate. ‘Till the days of 
Constantine, the Emperors and the Senate both resided in 
Rome; but when Constantinople became the Royal residence, 
a separation ensued ; the Emperor removed to his New City, 
while the Senate remained at home. Thus, the Seven Hilled 
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City continued the throne or seat of the oldest body in the 
State ; and, though Constantine could rear auother wonder of 
the world, the people of the West still retain. d their venera- 
tion for“ Rome, the Goddess of the Karth and o. the Nations, to 
whom ” as they supposed “ there ts nothing equal, and nothing 
second.”—Rowme, then, was the throne ol the Dragon, as it af- 
terwards became of his successor The Beast. 
AN EXTENSIVE JURISDICTION, 
In the second century of the Christian Fea, the Empire ot 


Rome comprehended the fairest part ci the co.ch, and the most 


civilized portion of mankind. At the deain Augustus the 
Roman jurisdiction extended westward io ti. Atlantic Ocean, 
and eastward to the Kuphrates ; on the 1 it reached the 
Danube and the Rhine ; and on the soutn, cataracts of the 
Nile, and the deserts of Alrica and Mourt A ; including the 
whole Mediterranean Sea: “so that,” s: n Antiquarian, 
“the Romans were not without un ied ‘the Lords 
of things,’ and Rome, ‘the Light ot th earth, and the 
Metropol sof all Nat ns. Kew ade ere made altet 
Augustus. Dacia was added on the i© Danube, and 
Me Opol mia and Armenia east of | ies. ‘Tae South 
of Britain was reduced, and the empire fi externced to the 
Frith of Forth and the Cl, 

This jurisdiction the Dragon did he Beast; he 
surrendered to him only a part 29 however, very 
extensive. The part which he 1 in, ultimately 
fell a prey to the tollowers of! ill retain a 
conside rable share. The exter ) surrends red to 
the Beast comprehends those c Sea, which we 
have already delineated, and io wlich ti der can reter. 

Dror. 
(Tol continued, ) 
“MATERIALISM AND ANTIL-MA® ALISM.” 

We have just received the Primitive ( tian for October. 
It is a paper edited by Bro. 5. ih. Shepe Auburn, N. Y. 
We would take this Op} ortunity of recor ing it to the pa- 
tronage of our subscribers, as 9 consist: 1.’ ependent, impar- 
tial and fearless advocate for truth. We personally unac- 
quainted with Bro. Shepard ; but from bh ngs, he appears 
to be a “ Christian” of the “Primitive ” « a correct reason- 
er, and second to none as a writer “in U formation.” His 
paper is of the same form as the Advecs = hough containing 
fewer pages by one third. The price : ollar, One good | 
turn deserves another. While the sub) « misrepresentation | 
on every side, The Primitive Christiar: very such Chris- 


tian ought to be, was impartial. He pu ied to his readers 
both sides, that they might be able to in an independent 
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judgment for themselves. The Harbinger and The Advocate 


have both spoken In the Primitive Christian; and must there- 
fore both applaud him. Such “ Defenders of the Faith” are 
mnuc h wanting tn this age, and ought to be encouraged by the 
tree born sons ot light.— We make the following quotations as 
a specimen cf ara. Sheperd’s style; with the :natter we almost, 
altogether agree. But of this the reader must judge for him- 
selt. 
E\p. ADV. 
There are those that contend that the soulof man is mate- 
rial, and there are those also who contend that it is not mate- 
ial. The doctrine of the matenality of the soul is calied Ma- 
terialism, and the opposite should be denominated Anti-Mate- 
rialism. Those persons who believe the former are Material- 
ists, and those who beheve the latter, Anti-Matertalists. 
The discussion of this question of materiality has been long, 
foggy, and warm ; aod every person knows that a long spell 


of warm, fi coy Weather a little | harvest, is very likely 
to result in cust, and the injury of wheat er ps. Such weather 
is much to be dieaded by the agricultural portion of the com- 


munity, and such discussions by those Wie wouid reap a har- 


Generally speaking, if significant and unambiguous propo- 
siions were submitied, and the leading or most important 
words tn such propositions clearly « ed, so that each dispu- 
fant would have the same cone 1 of the import of euch 
words, the question woud he settled without a further trou- 
ble. We should, in this way, save much time, and avoid much 
| rpl x'ty which we must. otherwise continue to xpe icnee. 
Iti out of ainbiguons proj BIODSs a rie words, that 
most, if not ail our India-rubber discussions grew. One dispu- 
! f c i , r o} . . oa . 
tant taxes hold of one end of the question, and the other seizes 
the ¢ pp site. Thev then tur rock tol k and commence the 
march of investigation, a°d the further they march the longer 


the question, and the farther asunder the disputants, unul, at 


last, by violence and rage, the proposition is sundered, and 
each party goes off in triumph, proclaiming himself victor.— 


Neither is the wiser for the discussion ; and, as to the readers, 
the gre wi ing eaemply to testy that they hav nearly, if 
hol alt “AS bint i forsott nine orig ‘ paticr hc ulroversy. 
There is another gnuesuion freq quently, 1f not always, connect- 
ed with that o/ mi iulerial tv. namely: ls there a conscious eX- 
istence for min between death and a resurrection ? Now thes: 
questions have no necessary connexion with cuch other; be 
caus se it is as possible for matter to be conscious rh some oth r 
as in the present state. There is a question concerning con- 
sciousness, however, which must necessarily have a “dire: 
bearing on that of materiality. That qseston is this. Is con- 
sclousncess an attribute of matter ia any of its lorms? If the 
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alirmative of this question can be proved, then there may be a 
conscious state of existence after death, allowing the soul to be 
inaterial, But ul consciousness belongs net to matter, under 
any circumstances, then it is clear that the soul is not mate- 
nal, from the fact that it is conscious. But it is wrong to dis- 
Ciss these questions interchangeably. If the question undet 
discussion be, Is the soul material? “That question should be 
discussed. And the person who aflirms should adduce his 
proof of its mat riality. It is logically the business of the re- 
spondent to show that his proof does not sustain his positicn. 
And this is all he is bound, by the laws of logic, to do. Butit 
he endeavor to prove the negative, by alleging that matter is 
not, and cannot be conscious under any circumstances, he then 
introduces an argumext which has a direct tendency to change 
the question of discussion’ The former question should, there- 
fore, be laid aside for the time being, and the latter discussed. 


a 
. 


And the respondent is logically bound to prove the negative ot 
the last question before he can insist on it as a proof against 
the aflirmative of the first. If he be not able to do this, he 
should not introduce it as proof against the first aflirmative.— 
Put in case he succeed in establishing this negative, it will 5 
conclusive against tre atlirmative of the first question, since !t 
is admitted he soul is conscious. But 


j by both parts Sthatt 
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irsi question soa l introduce the negative ol a second as proei 
7 > ol a sect he 
aguimst the wiurmative of the first, the allrmant of the first has 
nothing to do in the second but simply t firm. he is not 


bound to prove any thing on this question. lf the original ques- 
tion had been, Is matter conscious ? Then the case would have 
been different. Put if the respondent of the Erst question be dis- 
posed to use the pegative of the second as prac tin his favor, he 
mustin that case, make his proof cox d by establishing the nega- 
live of the second, 

The question of the soul’s materiality or immateriality ts not 
decided in the Ecriptures: nay, it was never discussed by any 
inspired writer. The heathen philosophers were the first who 
advocated the doctrine of immateriality ; and I remember not 
an instance in which that doctrine was contended for among 
professed christians until after some of the philosophers adopt- 
ed the christian religion, or rather, what was so considered at 
tue time they profeesed faith in the Messiah. The origin ot 
the doctrine, whether true or false, was purely pagan. 

From the variety of opinioa* concerning the nature of the 
soul among the sages of antiquity, and a correspondent variety 
among the modern literati, it would appear almost if not wholly 
impossible to determine the matter from any of the lights of 

¢ These opinions, as given by Bro. S. we lenve out, as a similar article has 
already appeared in our paper, p. &4 of present-volume.— Ep, Apvy. 
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our present sciences. There is a notion abroad that spirits are 


not material, but whence it originated, unless it was among 
the pagans, the disciples of Plato, who ascribed “ invincible 
malignity and corruption to matter,” is difficult to tell. It ap- 
pears to me that it Is from this notion of the malignity and 
corruption ot matter, that the idea of an immortal soul has arisen. 
Forthis same Plato, who ascribes such attributes to matter, was 
of opinion that the soul was “ an emanat‘on from God.” Whae- 
ther spirits are material or not may be better decided after we 
shall have considered the properties which are common to mat- 
ter; namely, impenetrability, extension, figure, divisibility, in- 
ertia, and attraction. Any thing which 1s destitute of these at 
tributes, is undoubtedly immaterial, and itis very questionable 
whether itis aa entity. The Bible gives us no revelation of 
such a being. EpIror. 


NOTES ON MATERIALISM AND ANTI-MATERIALISM 
RY THE EDITOR OF THE ADVOCATE. 

1. “ Those persons who believe that the soul of man is ma- 
éerial are Materialists ; and those who believe the contrary are 
Anti-Materialists.”——Now to this definition of a Materialist 
| cannot altogether agree. A genuine Materialist is one who 
believes that the soul of man is material and mortal, and that 
when it dies there is an end of it forever. The climax of this 
doctrine, it will be seen, destroys the Word of God in toto, and 
reduces it toan ingenious lie. For, if there is an end of man 
for ever at death, then all that the Bible says of Eternal life, 
Heaven, Hell, the Judgment, Virtue and vice, and so forth, is 
false, unnecessary, absurd: and the Institutions of Religion 
are manifestly useless.—This being the idea attached by the 
world, which is influenced by names and fictions rather than 
by things, | must dissent froin my excellent brother Editor’s 
definition of a Materialist. Il agree with the Materialists in 
some thines ; | also agree with the Antis in others: but, am 
ij. therefore, to be saddled with all the absurdities of either or of 
both? The Anti-materialists or Spiritualist believe, that there 
is not an end of man for ever after his natural death; I believe 
so too: but, lL reject their speculations upon this position.— 
‘The New Testament has been in the world some 1700 years 
and upwards. It has been read, from various and opposite mo- 
tives, by men of every shade of belief; it would be strange, 
therefore, if we did not find some truth in all their systems.— 
Hence a Christian, in whom the word of truth dwells richly, 
will necessarily believe truths in common with them all; but 
is he therefore, to be nicknamed by all, or any of their part 
names? His faith and practice being obnoxious to them all, 
he may expect that they will give him the most opprobrious 
title. He need not regard this, however, let them call him 

















SA A OE LOOT 








| 
} 

t i: 

' is 

' : 

P 7 
| 








228 


what they please, only let him not adopt one of them. His 
naitie is Christian ; and he should respond to no other. The 
doctrine that the “living soul” is material, or living organized 
dust, is the doctrine of the Bible from Genesis to Revelation ; 
but it also teaches, that when it has returned to the dust ol 
which it was formed, at an appointed time it will be re-organ- 
ized and reanimated, and eitber live for ever, or, having been 
tried and sentenced, become the subject of The Second Death. 
This is what [| believe: and it was the doctrine of the Anci- 
ent or Apostolic Believers, until their faith was polluted by the 
breath of Pagan Philosophy. In the appropriated sense of ma- 
terialist Lam nota Materialist; but a Believer in the material 
or substantial hope as set torth in “the word of the truth of the 
gospel.” 

2. “Js consciousness an attribute of matter in any of its 
forms ?°—— —~When diving and organized it is; but when 


dead and decomposed itis not: for itis written, in Psalm 146th. 


—* While Hlive will 1 praise the Lord; | will sing praises 
unto my God iahile Lhare any being. Put not your trust in 
princes, nor in the son of man, in whom there is no help. Hix 
breath goeth forth, he returineth lo his earth; iN THAT VERY 
DAY His THOUGHTS PERISH.”—TIlere fife in the unsophisticated 
sense of the term, 1s equivalent to Aaring @ being or an exist- 
ence; which is necessary to enable any one to praise the Lord. 
Nonentity or not being, destroys all idea of consciousness; un- 
less the notion of a non-exristent-conscious-beineg can be ra- 
tionally conceived. | believe that the sub} ct of this passage 
is the Messiah. If so, the not having a being ts defined by the 
fact of his death. ‘To be deprived of animal life is nol to be 
until the spiritual or resurrection life is imparted. A conscious 
nonertity is a living nothing which cannot be conceived; a 
dead body in relation to consciousness ts as nothing: “a living 
dog is better than a dead lion.”—That natural death is the not 
being referred to by the Holy Spirit is obvious from other pas- 
sages in the Psalms.—“In death,” says he in the Sixth, * no 
praise ascends to thee; in the grave who can give thee thanks?” 
To this question we reply, no one. Death is compared to sleep 
of the soundest kind; and if in a profound natural sleep we 
are unconscious, as every one knows who has ever slept sound- 
ly; how shall we say that in the still sounder sieep of Ceath, 
the Brain, the material instrument of thought, and which in 
death, being dissolved, ceases to be, is yet conscious ?—Cun- 
scious of what? Of seeing, hearing, smelling, tasting, feeling? 
Of these, when the senses are all resolved into dust, and their 
connexion with the Brain, the center of all sensation entirely 
cut off !—*“ Enlighten mine eyes,” says the Messiah in prophe- 
cy, “lest I sleep the sleep of death! Lest mine enemy say, “I 
have prevailed against Him.”—T here is a sense in which being 
* kept alive ” obtains without consciousuess.—In Psalm xxx. 
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che Christ says, “ Thou hast kept me alive, that { should not 
go down to the pit.” The signification of this is,x—‘ thou hast 
not permitted me to see corruption ;’ as explained in the con- 
text, ‘*O Lord, thou hast raised me up from the grave.”—To 
have preserved Jesus, when dead, from running into decompo- 
sition, or from becoming disorganized’ dust, was “to keep him 
alive froma going down into the pit; the Christ knowing that 
this would be the ease, says in the sixteenth psalm, “ therefore, 
my flesh also dwelleth in security ; for thou will not give me 
up to the grave; nor wilt thou suffer thine Holy One to see 
corruption.’—And in the thirtieth psalm he saith—“ To Jeho- 
vah [ made supplication ;”? which was this,—‘“ what will my 
blood profit thee, that I should go down tocorruption ? Can dust 
praise thee? Can it (dust) declare thy faithfulness?”—-Reason 
answers * No!” 

The passage quoted from the 146th psalm teaches us that 
ronsciousness depends upon a living organization. ‘The Holy 
Spirit there says, that ‘in the very day ” when man ceases tv 
breathe the breath of life “ his thoughts perish.”—Can consel- 
ousness exist in man without thought ? Can Ibe conscious ot 
seeing, hearing, feeling, &c. unless I think I see, hear, or feel ? 
{ think Lam the subject of these impressions while dreaming, 
thongh in reality it is all ideal. Now if my thoughts perish in 
the day of my death, my ideality &¢. is destroyed, and I am 
conscious of no impftessicns either fictitious or real. We are 
taught, therefore, that befure matter once living and organised, 
but now decomposed, can be conscious again either of pleas- 
ure Or pain, it must be re-organized and re-animated ; in other 
words, it must be raised from the dead; which is the doctrine 
of scripture throughout. 

From these premises I conclude, that “consciousness ts an at- 
tribute of” diving “matter in the form” of organized Brain ; 
and that though this be admitted to the fullest extent, it does 
not necessarily follow, that there may be, or is, a consciousness 
of existence in death. This conclusion involves another which 
is deducible from the same premises, that the materiality o¢ 
souls is decided by the Scriptures ; for if consciousness depend 
upon living organized matter, and admitting freely that con- 
sciousness is an attribute of soul, and the scriptures teaching 
that dead matter is unconscious, it follows that the soul is ma- 
terial ; which is the doctrine according to Moses and to Paul. 
See Genesis 11.7; 1 Cor. xv. 44, 45. 





JESUS AND THE SADDUCEES. 


Dear Brother Thomas, | 
‘It seems to me that brother Campbell as well as 
Brother Wood who wrote for the Primitive Christian, edited by Bro. Shep- 
ard of Auburn N. Y. have fofadly mistaken the notion and drift of the ar- 
gument used by Christ to prove the doctrine of the Resurrection to the 
Sadducees, as recorded in halts xx, 27-38 inclusive; and’although you have 
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shown the misapplication of that passage by Bro. Campbell; yet I think & 
may be put in rather a stronger point of view than even you have placed thé 
—- of Christ. The Sadducees deny the Resurrectwn, and put the case 
of seven men having one wife as an chiletion to the doctnne of the Resur- 
rection. Chnist informs them, as recorded by Matthew and Mark in the par- 
allel passages, that they “greatly erred, not knowing the scnptures no} 
the power of God” as displayed in raising the dead ; for the Resurrection 
is often called the power of God by way of emphasis. Let us now consiaer 
the argument of Christ as applied to this subjectan three different ways;—— 
1. Suppose man dies and there is no future existence ; 

2. Suppose man dies and lives not again ull the Resurrection; 

3. Suppose man dies and lives in an intermediate state ull the Resurrection 
and then soul and body are again united. 

Under the first supposition that man dies and lives not again at all, the 
Resurrection is excluded; but Chnst affirms the Resurrecuon to be true 
therefore the first supposition is false. 

Again, under the second suppositon that man dies or sleeps from death 
ull the Resurection and is then made to live again; the argument of Chnst 
i$ Most appropnate; for says he to (hose who demed that man would be 
made to live again after death, thatis, at the Resurrection, Moses shewy 
that there must be a Resurrection; for this: that he calls the Lord the God 
of Abraham of Isaac and of Jacob who were all dead long before Moses 
wrote; now, says Christ, God is not the God of the dead but of the living; 
but Abraham Isaac and Jacob are dead ; therefore God is not now their Gol, 
hence Abraham Isaac and Jacob must rise from the dead, and thus become 
the children of God by the Resurrection, that God must be their God, accord- 
ing to the declaration to Moses at the bush ; for of they are now alive in heav- 
en or elsewhere God is now their God; and the argument of Chnst to prove 
the necessity of the Resurrection falls to the ground. 

Again; under the third supposiuon, that though men dies vet he continues 
to live in an intermediate state from the death of the body tll the Resur- 
rection of the same, the argument of Chnst might have been easily refuted ; 
for the point to be proved is the Resurrection, and the argument is, that 
Moses proves it by calling God the God of those who were then dead and 
that the dead must live again by being raised to life in order that the declar- 
auon to Moses at the bush may be true which is that God, who is not the 
God of the dead may be their God at the Resurrection. 

Now, if it be true, that man does live immediately after death in a separ- 
ate state, God can with propriety be called the God of such; because, though 
the body is dead, yet the soul is alleged to be alive, and God can be the God 
ofa living soul, though he is not the God of the dead, and if the soul be 
the thinking, and therefore the most important part of man, and that part 
is alive, there is no occasion for God to wait ull the Resurrectron to be God 
or ruler of such a being ; hence the argument of Christ, under this supposi- 
uion would not prove the point in view, thatis, the necessi/yof the Resurrec- 
ton. 

We are informed by the Scripture, that Abraham Isanc and Jacob are dead 
and Christ affirms that God is not the God of the dead; consequently not 
of Abraham &c. while dead, therefore they must be made to live again at 
the and then he will be their God and they his children, being 
the Children of the Resurrection. 

The last clause in the 38th verse of the 20th chapter of Luke has, I think, 
caused most of the difficulties in understanding this passage ; the verse reads 
“ For he is not a God of the dead but of the living: for all live to Him:” now 


if we just make the nt tense “ live” refer, as it often does to future 
tume, and read “ for all shall live unto him,” the whole difficulty would van- 
ish and the whole would be very clear and consistent ; it would 


then read “for he is not a of the dead, but of the living: for all shall live 
tohim.” And then he will be the God of thoee who are now dead, conse- 
quently of Abraham Isaac and Jacob who are all now deed. 
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So that under any supposition, except that man sleeps in the grave till 
the Resurrection, the argument of Christ founded on the declaration to 
Moses at the bush, ca. be easily refuted ; but under this wappoeion it can- 
not be refuted; therefore the second supposition is true the Ist and 3rd 
are false. 

And this doctrine harmonizes with the whole tenor of the Scriptures; the 
Aposties in their letters always point the disciples to whom thev —. to 
the day of Christ, and notto any intermediate state, as the time of their 
reward. They always speak of death as a sleep, after the example of Christ 
who said of Lazarus, “ he sleeps.”” And indeed, Paul in his letters to the 
Corinthians, argues with those who deny the Resurrection, that, if the dead 
nse not then are those who have fallen asleep in Christ perished ; if the dead 
rise not thenis the hope of the Christian confined to this life; for says the 
Apostle “ if in this life only we have hope we are of all men most misera- 
ble :” and if the dead rise not, then have we hope only in this life. But if 
the soul is alive in heaven or elsewhere, or is conscious of happiness in a sep- 
arate state between death and the Resurrection then, if the Resurrection nev- 
er should come (if there be no as then those who have died (fal- 
len asleep) in Christ are not perished and the hope of the Christian is not 
confined or limited to this life. Henee those who say that the soul is alive 
in the enjoyment of happiness, while the body is dead, contradict the whole 
of Paul's argument in ch. xv. lst Ep. to Cor. The apostle concludes the 
argument by insisting, that if the dead rise not, then all the sufferings, per- 
secutions, perils, and bereavements, which Christians are called on to en- 
dure, are all unnecessary and declares, that we should rather eat and drink 
than endure these things, for tomorrow we die, and what advantage will 
it be to any one thus to suffer, if the dead rise not? If in this life only we 
have hope let us not deny ourselves but let us eat and dink for tomorrow 
we die, or perish forever; for if there be no Resurrection, we have nothing 
to apprehend or hope beyond the grave. 

A. B. WaLTHALL. 





TO MR, ALEXANDER CAMPBELL. 


LETTER Il, 
Dear Brother, 

On the desk before me is the eleventh number of 
your periodical. It contains three documents which have an 
intimate corinexion with myself, The first is a republication 
of the prospectus of a Debate held in Lunenburg between me 
and a “ Protestant clergyman” of the Presbyterian Sect; the 
second,’a report of said discussion by another “ Protestant Di- 
vine ” of the Episcopal Methodist Communion; and.the third 
some “ remarks,” purporting to be on the two preceding arti- 
cles from your own pen: for the re-issue of the first, I return 
you my sincere acknowledgments ; because, it has given my 
prospectus a wider circulation than I could have flattered my- 
self it would obtain under existing circumstances ; and thus it 
may be the means, by increasing my subscription list, of expe- 
diting the publication of the Debate: a consummation to be 
desired, at least by your humble servant, inasmuch as it will 
tend to correet the very monstrous absurdities, which have 
found a circulation to my prejudice, among both the friends 
and foes to truth. As for document number — I can have 
no objection to its appearance in the Harbinger, for I have al- 
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ready published it in my own periodical. By a reference t 
the September number it will be found with Hy remarks ap- 
pended to it. These occupy five pages of No. 5, and over two 
of No. 6. They would have bs on more exten. cd, but tor the 

conclusion that, as the whole matter was to appear in anotl er 
form it would not be necessary to enlarge on the present ocean 
sion. On good authority, I learn, that my strictures have beeu 
duly appree iat‘'ed by the most intimate friends of the reporter: 
of whom, one ceclares that he will not ac know | deve him as a 
brother if he does not give me a sound caning! ‘These “ good” 
folks evidently belong to the “ Church militant,” which for va- 
Jour and pugnacity stands high in * the Protestant World !?— 
But, my good Prother Campbell, 1 am afraid, that you will in 
the end gain no applause either from the brethren, the “divine’ 
or yourself, when. you recur to the circumstances of the ap- 
pearance of this report in your paper.—Consider who Mr. Hun- 
nicutt is. It is true he is a Protestant, but he is not a Chris- 
tian; unless it can be shown, that men become Christians 
without believing and obeying the Gospel. I ama Christian ; 
and glory in the name, and am jealous of the honors and privi- 
leges, and immunities ‘attached to it; so much so, that I can- 
not, I will not consent to share them with the innumerable 
pretenders to the title in the Protestant and Papal sections of 
the Kingdom of Antichrist. Bro. Walter Scott can testify that 
I believed the gospel and obeyed it before witnesses, of whom 
our esteemed Gro, Daniel Gano of Cincinnati was one. These 
brethren then, can testify, from the developments of a three hours 
conversation upon the truth, that J heard it, had read it, believed 
ut, and obeyed it; ao therefore, are my witnesses thatI put on 
Christ understandingly and honestly (for my interest seemed 
to be on the side of Protestantism)—anid am therefore a Chris- 
tian. When 1 left Cincinnati, Bro, Challen, unsolicited by me, 
(for it was his own suggestion) presented me with a letter of 
introduction from the Sycamore Church to any other of the 
like faith and order | might sojourn with’ The Church being 
witness, then, I left that: city honorably. I have since resided 
in Philadelphia and Richmond. In neither of those places can 
a single flaw be justly detected in my moral conduct. In both 

laces, to the neglect of my own interests, | pleaded for what 
t firmly and honestly believed, and do believe to be true. | 
would not wink at what I believed the scriptures condemned 
in practice. J gained the ill-will, and I fear the hatred of many, 
who have a name to live but are dead. With this I laid my ac- 
count. My reputation may be clouded for a while ; but there 
is a righteous God in heaven, and an impartial judge of his ap- 
pointing, before whom we shall all stan ; and having lived in 
all good conscience to this day, I appeal to Him, fearing no- 
thing from his decision. 


I say, then, that 1 am a Christian of good repute before God. 





n 


rd. 


233 


Now you know, that the Sect of the Nazarenes, has been every 
where spoken acainst, in allages, by Jews, Greeks, Romanists, 
Infidels, and Protestants of all ranks and degrees. Was it 
then, to be expected, that if I maintained the truth, and what | 
maintained were reported by an enemy to the faith, that that 
report would do honor either to me or my defence 2 For my 
own part, I expected no more justice at the hands of a priest 
than [ have received at those of Mr. Hunnicutt. But what | 
most regret is, and that, too, more for your sake than my own, 
that you should seize with such av idity upon the report of a 
Sectarian, upon which to found that * Bull of Excommuni- 
cation” which you have thundered against me in the form 
of “remarks.’—What would the brethren have thought of me, 
or how would you have liked it, had some popish priest pub- 
lished a report of your Debate with Purcell, attributing to you 
blasphemies against God, if I had grounded an edict upon it, 
turning you over to Satan, or proclaiming you to the world as 
evesy thing that was heretical and diabolical ? What an out- 
cry would have resounded against me, for my barefaced assu- 
rance, my antichristian arrogance, or my Supreme-Pontifical 
presumption ! And very justly. For who could have confer- 
red the power and authority upon me, to sit on the throne of 
God, and thus ex cathedra to have ‘hurled my ecclesiastical 
thunderbolt at you? If your views had been ever so heretical 
in my judgment, my duty would have been to reason with you 
and not anathematize you. If you had been subverted, it would 
have been for me first to have expostulated with you according 
to our Lord’s commands ; if all proper means failed, I would 
then have had to charge you before the church to which you 
belong, and if they condemned you, and they requested me to 
notify to the world the premises, the conclusions, and the sen- 
tence they. had decreed against vou, it would then have remain- 
ed for me to have recorded it as their act, and not mine. But 


even if your church, should have condemned you as a heretic, . 


it would depend very much upon the constitution of that Bod 

whether the public should ratify their decision, By the public 
I mean, the brethren at large. If your church were endowed 
with spiritual cifts, and so could judge infallibly as the church: 
es of the Apostolic Age did, , then, indeed, the public would be 


bound to ratify their de ‘cree: but  nasatiach as these gilts are 


not now in congregations ; and owing to the utter perversion 
of the faith by the Apos tacy, with the spirit of which the ma- 


jorities of nearly ail “ Reformation Churches ” are embuéd, to- . 


gether with the notorious apathy and want of knowlédge 
among great numbers,—it is manifest, that if you were eVen 
deemed heretical by your church, other churches wojild -be”) 
bound in honor and justice to you and themselves, not toratify. 
their decree until they had examined you in their own. behalk. 
We ought to be very cautious in this matter of Exéommu- 
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nication ; and especially ought we to beware of jumping to con 

clusions upon the reports of enemies to the faith 1 know we 
ag:ee in this, if we difler in every thing else beside, which, 
however, we do not,—that there is no infallible judge of con- 

troversy upon earth. If this be truc, then my judgment ot you, 
or yours of me, or ours of the church, or the church of us is not, 
and cannot, under existing circumstances be infallible. It you 
say there is no resurrection of the dea, then, inasmuch as the 
scriptures plainly say there is, the scriptures pronounce y ou 
perverted; but even then not lost; but in a state to be reason- 
ed with, and so reclaimed to the true doctrine. If you deny the 
remission of sins by faith in the blood of Christ and obedience, 

then, you would manifestly have apostatized, and trampled 
under foot the blood of the Son of God: but is there no ditler- 

ence between this and contending for what one honestly believes 
to be the scripture doctrine of the resurrection, the gospel, its 
obedience, and so forth? If at this time, just as some are be- 
ginning to emerge from the smoke.of the Great City, they are 
to “elevate” themselves as arbitrators in religious matters, and 
with an air of infallibiity, to fuJminate decrees against their 


brethre nD. I certa Inly Li. ok they are ove rstep ping g¢ the bounds ot 


modesty, decorum, discretion, and propriety. It appears tome, 
from all the consideration | have been able to bestow upon the 
subject, that brethren ought not to excommunicate one another 
unless for well established dereliction of Christian conduct, 
or a plain and positive, (Nov a cons rRUCTIVE) denial of the 
truth, Sounde d upon their own confession and not upon the 
report of others, who may be either personally or ecclestas- 
tically op yposed to them. 

I regard Mr. Hunnicutt’s report as a species of revenge. He 
is not an impartial witness in this case, as | wil) show you.— 
In the month of August IS36, 1 attended, by request, the an- 
nual meeting of the brethren at the Fork Meeting House in 
Lunenburg. After my speech on the second day, an invitation 
having been given far any who were dissatisfied at what they 
had heard to state their objections, Mr. Hunnicutt rose, and in 
his remarks upon what I had written in the Advocate concern- 
ing “ Methodistic Sanctification,” said twas as false as Iwas 
infamous. In the § my | gona number I reported proceedings, 
and in doing so gave him some salutary discipline. He had 
been smarting under this, from that ume till the Debate, he has 
s0 ignorantly reported. In writing of him I played upon his 
name, and spelled it Honistrutt instead of Hunnicutt. He sent 
me a message when | was in Lunenburg for the purpose of de- 
bating, by Bro. A. Anderson, wanting to know il I knew his 
right name when J wrote it Honistrutt. [replied through Bro 
A., that when he explained why he called me, in effect, an 
infamous liar, we would then talk about hisinquiry. We at- 
terwards met on civil.terms; but be made. no allusion to. my, 
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raply. Since that, he has volunteered his services as reporter; 
the rest you know. See Adv. p. 112. vol. 3—Now, I would 
just observe, that with the knowledge of these circumstances, 
were Mr. Hunnicutt a juryman oa any case, in which I was 
concerned, I should strongly object to his services in that ca- 
pacity. 

But my dear Brother, the more I reflect upon the documents 
before me the greater is my astonish n.entat seeing them where 
Ido. What can have been the caus. of their appearance at 
vais “ crisis?”—You say, in efiect, my report or prospectus, 
and Hunnicutt’s articles; for it is written, p. 014, in italics 
thus, “ 7'he Rubicon is passed in the late discussion, as is 
evident from the report of Dr. Thomas, and the Methodist 
Journal above quoted.” Upon my having passed the Rubicon, 
carrying out the idea, am | to conclude, that, you consider me 
as marching upon Rome, to besiege your capital, and to over- 
throw the Senate! There is some little resemblance here, for 
the thunders of excommunication usually emanate from that 
city to burst upon the heads of the untried condemned! But 
fear not, my Brother; I have indeed passed the Rubicon, the 
boundary of Cxsar’s province, and am marching onwards, as 
expeditiously as,time will serve; but it is towards Jerusalem, 
and not to Rome, that urge my way. The Rubicon which I 
have passed, was Baptism iuto Clirist, when I renounced the 
faith of Casar and of Cexsar’s god. 

But permit me to say, that 1 cannot attribute the cause to 
these articles. I will give you my reasons. I have a letter 


from you in your own hand writing, dated Bethany, Dec. 20th, 
1836, about eleven months ago. It is a friendly epistle, and 
the last I have received from you. In this you subscribe your- 
self, “in all benevolence, yours in the Hope, A. Campbell.’ 
This was, and is, reciprocated by me to this day; but, I{per-’ 
ceive, that some secret intiuence is working upon your too ea- 
sy faith, which prevents. you giving me credit for truth. Time 
however, who is one of the best friends to truth, may yet clear up 
all to our mutual satisfaction ; at all events, I. will indulge the 
pleasing, if butdelusive, hope. Well then, eleven months ago, 
and mark, two months subsequently to my leaying Richmond, 
you considered me “in the Hope ” and also, ‘ yours,” or your 
Brother. Now 1 would here observe, that all that I believe 
now, I believed: then, and. practiced, and if you consult my pe- 
riodical, and unprejudiced. persons, they will say, “ he tells the 
truth.”—But I have alsa, the copy of a letter in my possession, 
written to a brother in whom you therein say, that you have - 
“ the fullest confidence.” Now, this hother has as much con- 
fidence in me, as you profess to have in him;-and we are ve 
intimate together for the truth’s sake ; and with but little van- 
ation, we believe the same things. This letter is dated, April: 


11, 1837, not quite four months afterthe former, and ‘about: 
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three months and twenty days before the Debate. In thatlet- 
ter, you speak of me in the most opprobrious terms, reduce me 
to a level with Dr. Sleigh, and declare that you have “ lostall 
confidence ” in me. I saw this letter soon after its arrival, and 
as it was almost altogether about me, I was permitted to ‘take 
acopy of it. You know, that you received a letter from Lu- 
nenburg, signed by about fifteen brethren concerning your sen- 
timents respecting me, Which they testified I did not deserve. 
I had no hand in that letter, it was written and sent spontane- 
ously by them. I myself read your letter of April in th ie audi- 
euce of nearly 20 brethren, who with one voice condemned it; 
I observed, in effect, that | had neve: expressed myselfsof an 
enemy in such terms; it was rejoined, that it was to be hoped 
I never would. How have I addressed you, since that letter ? 
I refer you to my letter to you in the May A lyocate ; and to 
the manner in which I have written of you since. I have ri- 
zidly guarded myself in referring to you, lest | might give co- 
lour to the charge of a revengeful spirit. Scripta manent, re- 
fer to them. 

But what was the cause of the difference between your let- 
ter to me, and that to our brother only about four months after? 
As there have been no private communications between you 
and me, the cause must be sought for in the Advocates of Jan- 
uary, February, and March ; for the Dece er was published 
and the April not. On referring to these, I {ind the articles on 
Materialism, Nos. 2, 3, 4, and a pri ae notice to Epistola- 
ry Extracts. These, then, have caused you to lose all confi- 
dence in me. Had I to re-write No. 2, I think I should express 
myself in somewhat milder terms ; I did not, however, call you 
the Pope or Man of Sin. This is a construction put upon my 
words which was not intended. In No. 3, | consider, | made 
sufficient admissions to have satisfied any reasonable person ; 
and in No. 4, I see nothing, that you can take exception to, un- 
less it be the complete refutation of your positions. 

Now, your judgment concerning me it appears has been made 
up ever since April 11.—Itis obvious, then, that you have only 
been waiting a favorable opportunity to “come down upon me 
like a thunderstorm,” as a brother in Richmond informed me 

ou intended to do, before the Harbinger had arrived. But, my 
Brother, it isa cloud without a bolt; for it comes at a time 
when I have ceased to be electric; it m: iy be a storm of thun- 
der, bat for myself, I regard it as vo. et praterea nihil. 

But what makes this crisis so favorable an op portunity to dis- 
charge “the great gun of excommunication ” against me ? Let 
us see. I perceive in the ninth number of the Harbinger, three 
extracts from the letter of a sister in Lunenburg. That letter 
has been charged upon me, either as the prompter or writer.— 
But the sister who wrote it, can testify, that it was all written 


and-fébdéd for.the mail before I knew of its existence. I have 
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heard the whole epistle read, aad a most excellent ope it 1s; 
and it would have been well had you laid it before your read- 
ers entire, that they migut themselves have been permitted the 
privilege of reading and Judging independently of your views 
ot expediency. My good brother, the remarks which you have 
appended to the extracts, goes to the utter subverion of the gos- 
pelof Jesus Chrisl. This is not my individual opinion. | am 
sustained in it by the loud and stein decision of brethren in 
whom you do confide, and others, who, if yca knew them in 
their Christian character, you could not. but respect. I have 
not long returned from a tour through Caroline, Spottsylvania, 
Kssex, King and Queen, and. King William. I have had aa 
opportunity of acquainting myself with the sentiments of Pro- 
testants and Brethren. The Episcopalians, Presbyterians, Me- 
thodists, and Baptists of the day, congratulate themselves, that 
you have at length come over to them, and that “tne Camp- 
bellites * will have to follow! This is natural enough ; he who 
stands befove the world as “the Champion of Protestantism” 
(I have read the Debate,) the next step is, to plead in their be- 
half, that there are Christians in all sects. How have the Bre- 
thren received this avowal? Some ofthem go so far as to say 
that if you were to come among them they would not fellow:, 
ship you. But for myself, I consider this as going too far. | 
was at Smyrna, King and Queen. I spoke there. When I had 
done, Bro. ‘I’. M. Henley rose and gave notice, requiring @& 
full attendance of the church on the ensuing Lord’s Day to 
take into cons‘deration certain opinions that were being intro- 
duced into this Reformation. } turned to a brother, inquiring 
What next ? supposing that | was about to come under tnial.— 
But I was intormed, that it was not I this time. but Brother 
Alexander Canypbell. Tempora rautantur, thought I, the times 
are changed et nos mutamur.ab illis!—I next visited the Ac- 
quinton in King William, There I learned that a remonstrance 
had been signed by a full meeting against your perversion of 
scripture in the remarks on the Lunenburg sister’s letter. 

I know a place, not 40 miles fiom this, where I learned, that 
my detractors were scheming to get up a charge against me, 
in order to divert my attention from your gospel nullifying sen- 
timents, My dear Brother I dy not charge you with the same 
intention, but this I say, that your “coming down like a thun- 
derstorm ” upon me at this “ crisis,” fulminating your Bull of 
Excommunication against me upon the flimsy and revengeful 
report of an enemy, which you seem to have seized upon with 
a morbid avidity, does appear remarkably coincident. But I 
assure you, the day is past, and I trust gone forever, when 
great ecclesiastical personages, can make their “ inferiars” the 
scape goat of their offences. May I not retort upon you? You 
are yourself as much a subject of discipline as you would make 
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me. May I not advise you, to clear your own skirts before you 
set about purifying the brethren of me ? 

I should not have named the things which now see the light 
wn this letter; but you have put me upon the defensive. My 
cause is too just to permit me to indulge invectively us some may 
term a warmth and energy of style. My Brother, you have 
done me no real harm. | do not think you can now separate 
from me twenty patrons. Your decree from Bethany has ar- 
rived about one month we late. The September Advocate is 
in the hands of 1s subscribers, and they know from that, that 
your mauitesto is the baseless fabric of a vision. I need not 
therefore, offer any further remarks in refutation of Mr. Hun- 
nicutt’s fictions: for fictions they are, as brethren who heard 
both s ‘des can abundantly testify. 

But if his are fictions, your allegations being founded upon 
these, are fictitious tou. You have become my public accuser. 
In the discharge of your official attributes, you accuse me of 
denying the resurrection of the dead. Permit me to say, that 
the fervor of your imuagivation has obscured your judgment.— 
Did I not see the charge before me, I could not believe you 
would make so reckless an assertion. J believe with all my 
heart, and without the shadow of a reservation, that there 
will be a resurrection of the just and unjust. Mr. Jones of 
London, in his Lectures on the Apocalypse says, that the First 
Resurrection is but mefaphorical, yet you can fellowship him, 
though he has unfellowshipped you. You are not so sensitive 
therefore, upou this doctrine in relation to me. Now, “do jus- 
tice though the heavens fall.” 1 believe that there will be two 
literal resurrections of dead bodies ; you know | believe this, 
provided only you read what I write. I believe in a resurrec- 
tion of the dead saints at the Second Coming of Christ; and 
in a second resurrection of saints and sinners, the subjects of 
the personal reign of Jesus on earth for one thousand years. | 
believe in the judgment which sits upon the subjects of the 
Second resurrection at the end of the Millennium—a Judgment 
of all both small and great, who have done good or evil ac- 
cording as it shall be determined by the things written in 
the Books. 

As to the accusation about “ all Adam’s race who die in in- 
fancy,” and which you have printed in capitals, it is nothing 
more than an appeal, which a man of sense ought not to con- 
descend to. J regard it as an appeal to animal passion ; the 
forlorn hope of weak, defeated partisans. My opponent in the 
Debate swelled amazingly upon this topic, knowing how cal- 
culated it was to alarm the parentalism of his hearers. For 
my own part, I scarcely ever mention it on this account; forit 
is the most difficult thing in the world tu elevate the intellect 
of an audience above their passions. Nevertheless, wheg 
questions are put to we, f answer as readily as I cay, come 
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“vyhat will. You say, my Brother, that the contrary doctrine 
{3 taught in the scriptures ; prove it if you can. I know you 
cannot. Shew that Etevnal Life is unconditional and then 
Iwill give up the point. 

* Doleful gospel ” is a singular phrase. Who ever heard of 


‘lad tidings full of grief. ‘The gospel I am accustomed to 


teach is full of joy to all people who will obey it. It is, that, 
though under sentence of death, God offers them Eternal life 
on condition of believing and obeying the truth concerning 
Jesus. But you know what I maintain, as well as 1 do mysel}; 
for it is plainly laid down in my former leiters to you. Though 
you say [ am mutable, I still adhere to that. 

~ You have brought many ratling accusations against me.— 
May the Lord forgive you; Ido. You term me “the chosen 
vessel” of former years,—“ the person” an “ incorrigible fac- 
tionist,” “a bold speculator,” “a schismatic,” &c. This may 
be all very polite in your estimation; but | really think that it 
is both “ vulgar ” and “abusive.”—You say, that you “do most 
sincerely regard me as a mere sophist, too weak and hazardous, 
too glaring and mutable ever to lorm and cementa party.” How 
is it Bro. C., that your giant-strength has failed to crush so 
“ weak,” so “hazardous,” so ‘‘ mutable ” a thing as I ?—Look 
at the “party” you nave been “ forming” and “cementing ” 
for the last years of your life; look at certain churches I could 
name, and then say, if you have succeeded in forming and ce- 
menting parties against which the gates of hades shall not 
prevail. What is the cause of that splitting and apathy, and 
that worldiy-mindedness under which they suffer? These are 
things in which I have had no hand. Iwilltell you what it is; 
it is attributable to the Qnsound principles upon which these 
churches are constituted. There is too much of the leaven of 
Antichrist, which they must purge out from among them be- 
fore they will*be prepared to meet the King. 

But your Decree takes an amazing sweep. My poor, weak, 
hazardous, glaring, and mutable self is not enough to satiate 
its appetite ; ecclesiastical proscription must have more victims 
than one to gratify its inordinate desires! All “ who beliere” 
as well as teach whatI maintain must go by the board with me! 
Well, I congratulate myself, that Iam not alone. But whose 
fault is it, that 1 have company? It is the fault ot him who 
cuts us off. It is he that makes a party, and not the proscribed. 
You will perceive ‘rom this Advocate, that I have a companion 
in heresy in the Editor of a northern periodical, of eb “ae 
able integrity. I could name Evangelists and Elders of chureh- 
es, besides numerous brethren who believe with me: all bre- 
thren who adorn the gospel of God. But with these you pro- 
claim that you have “no more fellowship than with Mormon- 
ism and those who teach it.” What a declaration! Even 
“ sincerity,” that darling substitute forthe obedience of the gos- 
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mel, will avail ve nething! We are “subverted” and to We” 
struclion we must go; for our doctrines are declared to be” 
‘positively subversive of the Christian faith.” But this we? 
deny. We know they are subversive of Protestantusm, but 
‘ertainly not of Christianity. | 
As tomy “speculation” and “ opinionism,” permit me te 
say, that you are the last man in America, that ought to re 
proach me in reference to these. What is your controversy 
with Me. Skinner but speculation? To one, who reads the® 
scriptures attentively, and understands them according to the 
tnost obvious sigaification, there is no difficulty in coming te 
the conclusion, that the theories neither of yourself nor of your 
opponent can possibly be sustained. And as to OprHeee nist 
have you not, my brother, in your tenth number decreed, that 
the propagation of opinions shall be quashed? But how have 
you obeyed your ewn laws? Look at the eleventh number,? 
under the caption * Christians among the Sects.” There, you 
confess, that in the ninth number under the same head you had? 
heen propagating opinionism through the length aod breadth” 
of the land; at least wherever the Harbinger circulates: for 
you say “we gave it as our opinion that there were Chris-7 
tians among the Protestant Sects.”—- Your opinion, as we have 
seen, has been extolled by those Sects ; and, however, you 
may modify your opinion, they understand you as recognizing | 
them as Christians ; and with this they are content. If any 
thing makes a party in “this reformation” it will be your 
Championship of Protestantism and your proclamation ot that 
opinion. You have not the shadow of a shade for that opinton” 
in the Bible. You speculate upon Jews, Turks, Pagans, Ro- 
manists, Protestants, perfect and imperfect Christians, a non-7 
descript obedience which falls short of gospel obedience, on the’ 
Newtons, and the Bunyans, inward and outward Christians,” 
inward and outward Baptism, Essentials and Non-Essentials, 
and so forth; from all of which, you distil an opinion, that” 
there are “ Christians among Protestant Parties !” 
But has it not entered into your conceptions, that @ propo- | 
sition may,fat one and the same time, be both a matter of faith 
and a matter of opinion?—A few years ago, the proposition) 
was advanced by you, in your debate with Macalla, | believe, 
that Baptism was for remission of sins.—This to you was & 
matter of faith; and why? Because, there was testimony suf 
ficient before your mind to make it so. Not more, perhaps, 
than three or four persons believed it. .You propounded it.—— 
But how was it received by the public ? As an opinion; and 
why ? Because, there was not sufficient testimony before theif 
minds to make it a matter of faith. Now, suppose, the pu 
had said to you on that occasion, “Mr. Alexander Campbell, 
Sir, the world has hitherto been sufficiently harassed by the” 
opinions of men, we have therefore, determined to be distinc 
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understood upon this topic ; we now consequently, make known 
to you, that we are resolved to quash the liberty of propagatin 
opinions ; we command you, theretore, “ explicitly to renounce ” 
and to be for ever silent respecting your opinion, that baptism 
is for remission of sins, Which in our judgment is speculative 
and untaught.. Suppose they had dictated thus to you as, in 
effect, you have to those who dissent from you, pray, my good 
brother, where would now be the doctrine of baptism for re- 
mission of sins. The Baptists, I trow, would have been spar- 
ed inuch distress, and even you might have missed the renown 
of having schismatised a portion of their conmamunion. 

> Allow me to observe, that Editors and Periodicals are 
not tae bond of union in a church of Christ. Under existing 
circumstances they are indispensable to the dissemination of 
roth aud to the subversion of error. But, a congregation of 
Christian Philosophers will contemplate an editorial war asa 
mere “battle of books.” They will believe those propositions 
whica have the most evidence to sustain them. It is the truth 
which unites them in the bonds of peace and affection. They 
will not declare for this champion or forthat; though both may be 
slain, the word of the Lord abides for ever. They regret the 

ury of the combatants, while they simile at the impotency of 
their wae. They have uo parualities: they sigh only for the 
victory of truth.£-13 

Before you proceed again to reclaim me from “ opinionism ’ 
permit me to suggest, that my worthy physician would heal 
himself. “ Kirst take the splinter out of your own eye; then 
you willsee tu take the mote out of thy brother’s.”—The in- 
superable facts to my theory, which you say you laid before 
my face, and which it is alleged I did not profess to meet or ob- 
viate, were, if passed over at all, omitted as your weakest points 
for the saving oftime. Your strongest position, as you sup- 
posed, was your “ 17th Argument.” This you termed a “most 
triumphant refutation of Materialism and Sadduceanism.”— 
How easily I demolished your whole fabric based upon this, 
will appear from p. 21, vol. iv. But if you are not satisfied with 
my reasoning upon the subject, allow me to recommend to your 
notice an article in the present number over the signature of A. B. 
Walthall. [thas already appeared in the Primitive Christian; and 
would perhaps, enlighten not a little, the exclusive. readers 
even of the Millennial Harbinger. 

But I am glad thatI am too weak “to form and cement a 
party.”—The party that will be approved by God, is that only 
which is formed and cemented by the truth. 1 belong to this 
party ; and having volunteered under its banner, I intend to 
enter into no compromise with any other. You can doas you 
please about persisting in or retracting your fulminations ; it 
matters not. You may cast us out ol your church, but, thanks 
be to the King, you cannot deprive us of the nghts of citizen- 
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We are “subverted” and to We- 
struclion we must go; for our doctrines are declared to be 
‘positively subversive of the Christian faith.” But this we 
deny. We know they are subversive of Protestanusm, but 
rertainly not of Christianity. 

As tomy “speculation ” and “ opinionism,” permit me te 
say, that you are the last man in America, that ought to re- 
proach me in reference to these. What is your controversy 
with Me. Skinner but speculation? To one, who reads the 
scriptures attentively, and understands them according to thetr 
most obvious signification, thereis no difficulty in coming to 
the conclusion, that the theories neither of yourseli nor of your 
opponent can possibly be sustained. And as to opinicnisyu, 
have you not, my brother, in your tenth number decreed, that 
the propagation of opinions shall be quashed? But how have 
you obeyed your ewn laws? Look at the eleventh number, 
under the caption “ Christians among the Sects.” There, you 
confess, that in the ninth number under the same head you had 
heen propagating opinionism through the length and breadth 


of the land; at least wherever the Harbinger circulates: for | 
you say “we gave it as our opinion that there were Chris- | 


tians among the Protestant Sects.”—- Your opinion, as we have 
seen, has been extolled by those Sects ; and, however, you 
may modify your opinion, they understand you as recognizing 
them as Christians ; and with this they are content. If any 
thing makes a party in “this reformation” it will be your 
Championship of Protestantism and your proclamation ot that 
opinion. You haye not the shadow of a shade for that opinion 
in the Bible. You speculate upon Jews, Turks, Pagans, Ro- 


manists, Protestants, perfect and imperfect Christians, a non- | 


descript obedience which falls short of gospel obedience, on the 
Newtons, and the Bunyans, inward and outward Christians, 
inward and outward Baptism, Essentials and Non-Essentials, 
and so forth; from all of which, you distil an opinion, that 
there are “‘ Christians among Protestant Parties !” 


But has it not entered into your conceptions, that @ propo- | 


sition may,fat one and the same time, be both a matter of faith 
and a matter of opinion?—A few years ago, the proposition 
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was advanced by you, in your debate with Macalla, I believe, | 


that Baptism was for remission of sins.—This to you was a 


matter of faith; and why ? Because, there was testimony suf- — 


ficient before your mind to make it so. Not more, perhaps, 


than three or four persons believed it. .You propounded it.— 


But how was it received by the public? As an opinion; and _ 


why ? Because, there was not sufficient testimony before their 
minds to make it a matter of faith. Now, suppose, the public 
had said to you on that occasion, “Mr. Alexander Campbell, 
Sir, the world has hitherto been sufficiently harassed by the 
opinions of men, we have therefore, determined to be distinctly 
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understood upon this topic ; we now consequently, make known 
to you, that we are resolved to quash the liberty of propagating 
opinions ; we command you, theretore, “ explicitly to renounce ” 
and to be for ever silent respecting your opinion, that baptism 
is for remission of sins, Which in our judgment is speculative 
and untaught.. Suppose they had dictated thus to you as, in 
effect, you have to those who dissent from you, pray, my good 
brother. where would now be the doctrine of baptism for re- 
mission of sins. The Baptists, I trow, would have been spar- 
ed inuch distress, and even you might have missed the renown 
of having schismatised a portion of their coramunion. 

Allow me to observe, that Editors and Periodicals are 
not tae bond of union in a church of Christ. Under existing 
circumstances they are indispensable to the dissemination of 
roth aud to the subversion of error. But, a congregation of 
Christian Philosophers will contemplate an editorial war asa 
* ‘They will believe those propositions 
evidence to sustain them. It is the truth 
which unites them in the bonds of peace and affection. They 
will not declare for this champion or for that; though both may be 
‘ain, the word of the Lord abides for ever. They regret the 
ury of the combatants, while they simile at the tmpotency of 

irgge. They have uo parualues: they sigh only for the 

victory of truth..é-13 

Before you proceed again to reclaim me from “ opinionism ” 
permit me to suggest, that my worthy physician would heal 
himself, “ First take the splinter out of your own eye; then 
you wilsee to take the mote out of thy brother’s.”—The in- 
superable facts to my theory, which you say you laid before 
my face, and which it is alleged I did not profess to meet or ob- 
viate, Were, if passed over at all, omitted as your weakest points 
lor the saving of time. Your strongest position, as you sup- 
posed, was your “ 17th Argument.” This you termed a “most 
triumphant refutation of Materialism and Sadduceanism.”— 
How easily I demolished your whole fabric based upon this, 
will appear from p. 21, vol. iv. But if you are not satisfied with 
my reasoning upon the subject, allow me to recommend to your 
notice an article in the present number over the signature of A. B. 
Walthall. It has already appeared in the Primitive Christian; and 
would perhaps, enlighten not a little, the exciusive. readers 
even of the Millennial Harbinger. 

But I am glad that I am too weak “to form and cement a 
party.”—-The party that will be approved by God, is that only 
Which is formed and cemented by the truth. I belong to this 
party ; and having volunteered under its banner, | intend to 
enter into no compromise with any other. You can doas you 
please about persisting in or retracting your fulminations ; it 
matters not. You may cast us out ol your church, but, thanks 
be to the King, you cannot deprive us of the mghts of citizen- 

WwW 


mere “battie of books. 


. 


wWwhica fave the most 











= ae ee 


— 


" ae eae 
—— 





ie 

y 
+. 
: AD 
i 4ue 
wine 
aia ft 
rr 















ship or expel us from his Kingdom. You have exco mmunica- 
ted us, it is true; but we are still “kings and priests to God,” 
constituted such by being washed in the blood of a Royal vie- 
tim ; we have still the right though denounced by the whole 
world, if unjustly conde mned, to commune in spirit with the 
Father who has beg otten us to himself by a belief of the ae 

We are commanded to return good for evil. Being yet * 
the hope” as you profess to be, 1 ae et to meet you in the 
Kingdom of the Everlasting Age. 1 shall therefore treat you 
asa “brother, and regard you as such, though scmewhat more 
dictatorial than you have a right to be. I shall still continue 
to plead for what I belicve to be true, though it should cross 
you at every step. | shall not seek to encounter you unneces- 
sarily; but, if you continue to plead for an UNBAPTIZED 

CHRISTIANITY, I shall oppose you with all my powers 
contemptible as you may deem them to be. 

My case I willingly subinit to the jurisdiction of the Chureh 
to which I belong. Itis e mposed of honorable and intellgent 
men, who have learned how to rise sup rior to vulgar | rejudis C. 
I will not anticipate their decision ; but, as they are friends to 
us both, and no doubt will require that justice be done to each; 
it is possible they may respectfully call upon you to 
your decree, and to republish my remarks upor ) Liunnicutt, and 
this lette: to you, as a part © tthe amende hi crable to whrel 
I as the injure: d party mi iy be entitled. But | shall m 
bias their decision ; for 1 am armed too strong in the justi e of 
my cause, to have recourse to any sinister means of defence. 

With the most unfeigned wishes for your well being in all 
things 

I subscribe myself, Dear Brother, 
Yours in all Christian Benevolence 
Joun Tomas. 


> . 
re.race 


of 1 
t seek to 


Amelia, Virginia, 
Nov. 20th, 1837. 


P. S.—If the brethren can tolerate sucn a Dictatorship as 
that developed in the last numbers of the Harbinger they de- 
serve the name of ‘‘Campbellites ” forever. There is none of 
our Editorial brethren, who may venture to dissent from Beth- 
any ; or any church, that may believe with them, whose Chris- 
tian standing is not jeopard zed by the precedent, of which we 
and others are now the victims. 


—_——— 


CORRESPONDENCE-—{[continued. | 
Fredericksburg, Sept. 14th, 1837. 
Brother Thomas, 


I saw a letter from you to Bro. Ferneyhough 
sometime since, informing him you would visit us this season, 
We are apxious (0 see you, can you do £0 soon, please write m¢ 


Leahey 
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and let me know when. The brethren are all well and wish 
to be remembered to you; I have the happy privilege of inform- 
ing you that, we have been made to rejoice exceeding ly with- 
in “the past week, by seeing and feeling the effect of the power 
of the Gospel of Christ; from 12 to 15 have been ba tised in- 
to the death of Christ. We have had with us Brethren Col- 
man, Moore, Day, Ferguson, and Henshall, the most of them 
are With us to this present, but some have left—besides the 

aging | brethren that have favored us with a visit, several 
lise iples from the surrounding ¢ -ountry have been with us and 
united in blessing God and rejoicing with all of us for the fa- 
vor of God that brings salvation. 

We yesterday received the 9th number of the Harbinger. I 
was astonished on looking into it at Bro. Campbell’s answer 
to some Lunenburg sister. And is it true that he that believeth 
shall be saved provided he acts as a thinks right! pics | 
lover of Apostolic doctring wil ll grieve at the thought of suc 


lisregard of Jesus and his institutions. Brother Thomas I have 
no d t that there are many Ca apb llites and Thomasites in 
yur land, but those w ho love the Lord more than man will not 
ye moved from the simplicity of the truth by the reasonings of 
A. Campbell nor John Thoms . [love them both, but I love 
Christ ] ‘ec 


Yours in hope of Eternal Life 
Tromas P. Mrs. 





REMARAS. 


it gives us much pain, that the momentous truths of revela- 
ton cannot be discussed without reference to persons. The 
main question, which every reader of periodicals should pro- 
und to him tis this — wh it do the ‘riptures teach upon 
this ‘or that topic 7?—As things exist in Christendom, periodt- 
eals are nec icy and indispensable. It is to the press, as a 
part and a vary iinportant pari, fa grand system of me: ans, 
that we are indebted for the Liberty, civil a nd religious, which 
Weenjoy. Itis by a freé discussion and unfettered examina- 
non of—* what is truth ?”—it is by a free a" unrestrained Cife 


‘ulation of the for and against, that we are enabled to arrive at 
What is and what is not. In the discussing and the examining 
of these things, what does it signify whether the things writ- 
ten are the « yppat ns of Alexander this, or John that? Why 
will not our readers pay more attention to what is said than to 
the persons who say it! Be the truth spoken by whom itmay, 
frTeat or little. hi gh or low, ric h OF por yr. saint or sinner, it is the 
truth still; and therefore, we ought to receive it, not on account 
of him who sets it forth, but for its own sake. —Let the truth 
be the badge and banuer of our ente rprize ; and let Christ alone 
an undivided Christ, be our Sovereign Lord and King. 





2 











re 
3 eT ; 


~ 
a 
NG 


yy * 
t 


-_ °° > 4: 


244 


Without reference then, direct or indireet, to the who hag 
spoken it, we freely express our sentiments, that there 1s no 
such thing taught in the scriptures from Genesis to the Apoca- 
lypse included.—‘‘ He that believeth shall be saved provided 
he acts as he thinks right.",—The Romanist believes that Je- 
sus is the Christ the Son of the living God; he believes, that 
the blood of Jesus was shed fi r the rt inission of sins} he be- 
lieves in baptism for the remission of sins; jn the resurrection, 
assumption, &e. “ He thinks that he acts right” im kneeling 
at the feet of a priest and in receiving absolution at his hands; 
“he thinks he acts right,” in “prostrating himself before the 
Image of the Virgin, whom he styles “the Mother of God,” 
and in supplicating her intercession with her sonon his behalf; 
“he thinks he acts right” in worshipping a piece of paste call 
ed “ the Host,” as a real and substantial Christ: &e. The Pro- 
testant believes with the Romanist the things aforesaid; and 
“he thinks he acts right” in receiving absolution after the for 
rula of Episcopacy: “ he thinks he actsright ” in maintaining 
an adulterous ailiance between Church and State ; “* he thinks 
he acts right” in aiding and abetting wars for the defence ot 


’ 


his relivion - “ he thinks he acts rivht ? in refusinz to be buried 


Bat’ 


sts wlyt '\ 
- tis right ih 


ne thiaks he « 


in Water initio the death of Christ; 
(isp istbleto pleas 


upholding tic} 
vod ; “ he thinks he acts right” In praying, | 

mourning ; in perpetuating the absurdities of the Vamp me 
ing, and aitars of Sectariadisub—thai he InaYy mane G0G Wi... 22 
to save bis soul. He believes these things, and he practices 
them in siacerity of heart; and thus he is constituted a fit sub- 
ject to sit down with Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob in the 
Kingdom of God!!—And this can be believed in this “ lum 
nous age,” yea, and taught, as the truth of Him in whom ther 
is no darkness at all! 

And is it come to this, that he that acis sincerely shkali be 
saved. and he that is not sincere shall be condemned! Let 
us compare this to the- unsophisticated testimony of Mark—— 

“ Go \ into all the world, and pr ich THE GOSPEL to 
every creature. He thit believeth (the gospe!) and is baptized 
shal! be saved: but he that beheveth not (the gasp 1) shall bi 
damned.” —Jesus to his Apostles. 

Hear, O Inquirer atter the Truth, the testimony of Pat 

“Tam not ashamed of THE GOSPEL OF CHRIST; for 
iis THE POWER OF GOD unto salvation to tvery NE 
THAT BELIEVETH. For THerein is the righteousness of God 
rerealed, &c. 

And to them who have obeyed the Gospel of Christ, he says 
in the same cpistle— 

“God will render to every one aceording to his works :— 
Ererna. Lire, indeed to them who, by perseverance in well- 
doing, SEEK glory, honor, and immortality ; but anger and 


rinciple that withoud faith: :, . 
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wrath to them, who are contentious, and obey not THE 
TRUTH, but obey unrighteousness.” 

And again, 

“ Not those who hear the law, are just before God ; but, those 
who obey the law shall be justified, in the day when God will 
judge the hidden things of men by Jesus Christ according to 
MY GOSPEL.”—Rom. chs. 1. i. 

And to the Thessalonians, he says 

“ The Lord Jesus shall be revealed from heaven with his 
mighty angels, in flaming fire ; taking vengeance on them that 
Keno w not God, and that obe y not rue GosreLof our Lord Jesus 
Christ.”—Ch. 1. ep. 2. 

Here are declarations intelligible to the meanest capacity.— 


Here are no sophistical caveats and provisos: but plain strait- 
forward annonncements. In acertain sense, the Law has gone 
forth from Zion; Tur PoweR of Gop has been deposited in a 
cnowna place: nis NAME Is placed in the New Institution for 
the Rem mn Sins. He will make his laws victorious; He 
will not nullif own power; He will not lend his name to 
Ay Ist, iis gl will h ve to another. 
Shall y, that God caused \postles at the hazard of 
im to the nat that Mis power lo sare 
(i083 ; and then, after all to disperse his power 
mpant among the 
- SCERITY ioddess of the Gentiles! 
Hear, O strate y t the shrine of this se- 
duc the words et Pau n ing these gospels and 
the go 1 which God has | the power to save, 
ind of the Apostle to the Nations was not ashamed— 
Th ire some who trouble you, and wish to pervert THE 
usr. Butif even we, or an angel from heaven 
leclare a rospel to you, different ‘rom what we have declared 
MOeVOuU, el | poe a irsed. As we said before, so now | 
savy acain. if any one declare a spel to you, different from 


wh it vou have received, let him be accursed.” . 

Se ; then, how re alous the Apustle vas of that gospel which 
he proclaimed. No mincing of the matter here, to meet the 
squeamishness of sincere errorists. Has any new revelation 
been given since the Apostolic day ? Have we to do with a 
changeable God? Are his ways like our ways, and his thoughts 
like ours! No! He is “ the Father cf lights in whom is no 
variableness nor shadow of turning.”—That which was neces- 
sary to save men formerly is necessary to save them now, if 
they would indeed be saved. 

Protestantism is a faction in the Kingdom of Antichrist. It 
is made up of spurious gospels and spurious institutions. The 
Power of God for Salvation cannot be found in any of them. 
Upon all their ordinances is impressed “ In vain do ye worship 
me teaching for doctrine the commandments of men.” 
w3 
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As there is but one road to Eternal Life, and that a narrow 
one, so there is but one way of becoming a Christian ; and few 
there are who can rightfully claim it. Out of Christ, there is 
no salvation. In Christ 3 is the only safety. There is but one 
way of entering “into Christ” or of pstung him on.—“ As 
many of you as have been baptized into Christ, have put on 
Christ ;” consequently, as many as have not been baptized in- 
to C hrist, have not put him on; and theretore, be they Roman- 
ists or Protestants, be they ever so sincere, and all that sort of 
thing so extolled by the world, unless they cbey the cone only 
true and undivided gospel of God, they are neither in Christ 
nor Christian. 

A good Christian is one who has “ put on Christ” intelli- 
genuy, and continues to walk in bim before God to all well 
pleasing. None else we conceive are entitied to the name. 

Ie prror. 

P. S.—Since wii.ing the above we bave visited the brethren 

1 Fredericksburg. We were much ge . with their society. 


The church seems to be healthy, and to have been built up on 
the right foundation. The brethren and sisters are intelligent 
and appear to know what thev are about. A love « t the oil 


which they have confessed, and not the spirit of a party, unites 
them together in the unity of peace. ‘They are quite alive to 

the necessiiy of knowledge and unders t nding of the Gospe! 
previous to immersion, if unity, lite, and peace are to be main- 

tained amoug thern. That the yY may conten 1 earne stly and 
unfinchin gly for the faith originally delive: 7 to the saints by 
the Ap stiles of Chri sty and that no root o bitterness may 
spring up among them, is the genuine hope of their triend, bro- 
ther and servant for the truth’s sake. 

From Fredericksburg, we proceeded to Rappahannock, Smyr 
na, and Acquinton. We found things in the lower counties as 
far as relates to ourselves, in a very gratifying condition. Ma- 
ny evil reports had been circulated there as elsewhere : but we 
found them received only as the voices of malevolence or of a 
misapprehension of the truth. Time will cure all things; and 
we are convinced from the observations we were enabled to 
make, that it will bear us harmless in the end. 

Epiror. 


Lunenburg, Va. Oct. 23, 1837. 





Dear Sir, 
Does the figurative representation contained in Luke 
xvi. 19-31, picture to us the punishment of man after the death 
of the body until the resurrection ; or does it represent the pu- 
nishinent after the resurrection of the body ? Fou will give 
me a plain answer, and by ,so doing you will oblige your 


friend. 
JR. Hanpy.. 
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ANSWER. 


The parable of the Rich Man and Lazarus was designed’ 
fo represent neither. It was constructed in conformity with. 
the popular notions of the Jews on the subject; and which 
may be found at large in Josephus’ discourse to the Greeks 
concerning Hades. The desiga of the parable was to show, 
that the di sliny of men is determined on this side of Hades 
or the Grave; and that if they will not hear or believe the 
testimony of God by Moses, and the Prophets, (and since 
Messiah’s day we may add) and by the Apostles their case is 
hopeless, and that if they believe not these, neither will they 
be persuade d though one should rise from the dead. 

As the query does not come within the scope of the Parable 
itis unanswerable. I have given the only answer of which» f 
believe it is susceptible; and beyond this we must notgo. One 
very important truth 1s inculcated in connexion with the appli- 
cation; and it is this,—tf men do not obey God here, it mat- 
ters not how sincere they may be, there is no reward for them 
either at dealh or at the resurrection. 

Epiror. 


PSALM CX.—L. M. 


The Apostle shows, that this psalm refers to the Messiah: Heb. I 13.— 
In the first verse, Jehovah declares to David's Lord, that HE, the Son of 
David, shall sit at his right hand wnéil his foes are subjected to him ;—v. 2 
he continues to address Him and avers, that Mount Zion, the place of Da- 
vid’sthrone, should be the seat of his government, and the centre from which 
his power should extend. Vs. 345, foretell THE PREPARATION, the 
Gathering, and the Resurrection ; and that He shall be a High Priest through 
all time. The prophet then addresses Jehovah concerning the Lord at his 
night hand, and predicts, that, in the day of his displeasure, He will crush 
phe heads of kings, judge the nations, fillthem with dead, and overthrow 
ihe Antichrist or Pnnce of his enemies. And lastly, that this signal exalt- 
ation over his foes was the reward of his sufferings. 


Jehovah to my Lord declar’d, 

“ Be seated thouat my nght hand, 

“ Untilthine enemies I make, 

“ The footstool of thy trampling feet.” 


Jehovah will from Zion’s Hill 

The sceptre of thy pow’r extend ; 
And thou shalt govern in the midst 
Of those who are thine enemies! 


Prepar’d shall be th people, when, 
In splendid robes of A Rhineen 

Thy forces, Lord Messiah, thou 

In concourse, gath’rest unto thee ; 


Thy kings assoc’ate shal] come forth 

Like dew-drops from the morning’s womb. 
Jehovah, he hath surely sworn, 

And be his oath will not repent;. 
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* A priest thou art forever made 

* Of th’ order of Melchizedec !” 
The Lord at thy nght hand, O God, 
In th’ day of his displeasure shall 


The heads of mighty monarchs crush. 
He shall among the Nations judge; 

And fill them with the slain; and crush 
The hostile Prince o't r wice cde Ihesnes. 


Hein the way shall deeply dnnk 
Of sore affiction’s brook ; so that 
He shall lus head lit up, and be 
Exalted as the Lord supreme 


The sure mere: f Da clous promise 
if »)) vid. Tl } Olili-é tt i i Is hire 
f Nathan the pro] Ciod nt iim } { { 
ise ] tii. i s . 
L) Hie, t i, 1) 
if \ i hes i \ 
| he woud 3 Se | 
bh hy 
‘ " ¢ } ! 
; Fa Si t 
; » for 
| du Wil ( ( 
4 4 & 7 i 
i\ oa { 
{ Las \ 
the L, “VV } (> | God 
And what is my house, that thou hast bi hithert 
And this (oringing f him hitherto) was yet a si | thing in 
thy sight, O Lord God: but thou hast spoken a'so of thy ser 
vant’s hi use for a great while tocome. And this must be TH 
Law of The Apam, O Lorp Gop:’—or concern g the man 


who 1s from above. 

This seed promised through Nathan is David’s Lord, who 
is the subject of the 110th psalm. Concerning him all the pro 
phets testify. Isaiah foretells that, “ the government shall be 
on his shoulder; and his name shall be called Wonderful, 
Counsellor, the Mighty God, the Father of the Everlasting Age, 
the Prince of Peace. Of the increase of his government and 
peace there shall be no end, UPON THE THRONE OF DAVID, and 
upon his kingdom to order and establish it with judgment, and 
with justice henceforth even for ever.” And Gabriel a mes- 
senger sent direct from God to Mary of Nazareth, quotes this 

rediction concerning the Seed, or David’s Lord, and applies 
it to one who was to be born of her, “whom” says he, “you 

























pie 


2 EK SRM iON IK 

















wr. 


EY SMe... 





RT aT ve 





246 
shal! name Jesus. He shall be great and shall be ealled the 
Son of the Highest. And the Lord God will give Him the 
Throne of David hts Father. And he shall reign over the 
house of Juced forever ; his reign shall never end.” 

It is manifest, therefore, that the Messiah was to be bosn a 
Kine, and that he was to live jorever. ‘This kind of Messiah 
was the National Hope of Isracl. ‘Phey could not make out, 
therefore how he was to sulier death. ‘Jesus said this, allu- 
ding to the death, which he was to suifer. The people an- 
swered we have learned from the law, that the Mes; ath will 
live for ever. How do you say then that the Son of Man must 
be lifted up? Who ts this son of Man ?” 

Jut let it be observed that Jesus or the Messiah, has never 
yet sat upon “the throne of David,” nor reigned over the house 
of Jacob. When on the earth, th y Ww wuld not have bun tora 


King. Have the gracious promises, then, which God made to 
David been falsitied ?—In tae Acts, Paul says, that God pro- 
inised to vive to Jesus “the sure mercies of Davi.” But Je- 
sus has not obtained them; unless it can be.shown, that Da- 


vid’s Phronre and kingdom were not on earth. but in heaven 


wh ‘re Jeses 18, Which none Wwe presul } Witt he bos nd eb uch 
ry’ } . . . . 
tosay. ‘Then what follows? Dut that in order to sit upon 
be Sedge : 
the throne of David his Father. and to reien over the bouse of 
{Israel tor ever Jesus muat «: nd } i hear fo Judea.— 
oh; 92 a el ae BU sedis ae ID 3 ey teh wary dese vens FA de RISD. 
Wi % ‘ . ? iS | t 4 ‘4 : ‘ sf 
ane On TKO Mme ruIe rac. Alu Worked. .& COIS AL . ce 
phet gives wiiness in ihe psaim beiore us; which says, that 
Mount Zion is to be the centre of his dominion. 
ry? ‘ , ° . } . ! \ oe | = 
j eocarast, tae HRuosciat | ri ee and Tival Ol 2% Sa lecal 
should sit 1) the threne of the Roman Majesty, that he weuld 
rule over tife mightiest realms for 12C0 years, that Rome “ the 
Eiernat City ° should be his seat, Uuat the seeptre of his power 
Ee eee oe tt Lcode es the Mistress of the 
AU! Cr 1oui. a Ciry WibhliCa Was Osc tye a isifess O € 
worl !—exciles no astonishment in the minds of men ; but that 


his superior and destroyer, Christ, should sit upon the throne 
of his father David, that He should in his turn rule over the 
universal globe for 1000 years, that Jerusalem, the city of Peace 
should be his seat, and that the sceptre of his power should ex- 
tend from a metropolis once possessed by his enemies, and 
without whose walls he died, the sacrifice for the world,—e€x- 
cites the scorn and ridicule of those who dream o/ an invisible 
reign of Christ. ° 

Jerusalem for Christ, and Rome for Antichrist; Rome was 
never fit for any thing else but to be the throne of Satan. God 
never placed his name there ; it is in Jerusalem, the vision of 
peace, and which he has promised to make “the praise of the 
whole earth,” that He delights to dwell.—“ Jehovah is King 
forever, the gentiles shall perish out of his land ;” ps. x. 10.— 
“the righteous shall inherit the Land, and dwell therein for 









































ever.” —* Trust in Jehovah and keep his way, and he will raisé — 


thee to the possession of the Land.” —“ Great is Je hovah, and 
greatly to be praised in the city of our God (Jerusalem) upon 


his holy mountain ( Moriah.) Beautiful in its elevation is | 


Mount Zion, the joy of the whole earth; on the northern side 
is the ciuly of the Great King > in her palaces God is known 
as a refuge.”—“ God will establish it forever.’—“ Why row n 
ve atthe hill (Mount? ton) in which God is pleased to dwell, 


In Which Jehovah wil! dweil for ever 7’—“ In Jeru sale m is his 
tabernacie, and his dwe ine place in Pa. H He rejected the 
tents of Joseph and would not dwell in the tribe of Ephraim ; 
but chose the tribe of Judah, The Mount Zion, which he loved. 
Where bh iit, hke the heavens, his sanctuary ; like the earth 
w eth ante sd Cie ae —eeny & he 
Ioord shall be as Mount Zion, which cannot be moved ; which 
St eth forever.’”-—“ Jehovah hath chosen Zion; he hath de- 
sired it 3 lwellin r~} la , i 23s inv rest for ever: here 
willd |. for [have chosen it. There will J exalt the pow- 
et of David ; 11 a tioght for mine anointed. His ene 
mies W e \ e, and the crown L clitter uy 

> ‘ & |’ Im n wl (} W rd of 
é 5} , TT) Tehoval 
Ay i u i ‘ } 

Tue ! . ‘ this peal ’ ed by 
J ni ‘\ } { ii rLOry 
to hi L. ind H 
yy f ; i ‘ °% « ’ Lett i 
ali { i I in vi | ' eof u 
A; ‘ { j 1 iil ! ] } til 
dent ev! i | rignteous ts 
ot t Ot th }) | pre | Lhe pie idid 
rarimenbl holiness.”—In psalm 45, the wife of U Lamb is 
th d cri st h r appa "Co on nt ha stands the 
queen ia gold of Ophir. All glorious is the King’s daughter m 
her apartinent; herr be is embroidered with gold. In varie 
rated garments shall she be I dtothe Ku yw: the Virgin com- 
pahtons tat lolow her. shall be brought unto thee. VS ith 
gladness and valalel ing shall they be brought; they shall enter 


@ King’s palac 7 
This I formation” rightly underst id is the heginning 
only of Pitt P REPARATION OF THE LAMRB ’ WIFE or Ch urch of the 
Lord, = ken of in the p rophet s of both Testaments, to receive 
the King at his coming in glory. It will not be consummated 
till the Chu rch be clothed with righteousness as the Sun with 
light, pure and resple ndent. T hough the prospec t be at prese nt 
dim, let us not despond ; the day will yet dawn, and the Day 
Star arise upon us. “ At even tide it shall be light.” 
The gathering, spoken of in verse 3 is me ntioned by Paul 2 
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Thess. ii. 1. ‘“ Now we beseech you, brethren, by the coming 
of the Lord Jesus Christ, and by our gathering together unto 
him.’ The “forces” are “the armies which are in heaven 
following him” spoken of in the Apocalypse ; the “ mighty 
messengers ” of Paul, the “ ten thousands of his saints ”of Jude; 
and the coming of the Son of Man 1n his glory accompanied 
by al) the angels,” of Matthew. 

"Concerning the “sceptre of his power,” his “Associate kings ” 
and his Throne, it is written also in psalm 49, * ‘Thy throne, 
QO God (or King) shall stand for ever ; the sceptre of thy king- 


dom is a sceptre oO! equity ! Thou lovest righteousness, and 
hatest iniquity ; therefore, O King, thy God hath anointed thee 
with the oil of gladness (the Holy Spirit) above thine assoct- 

:!? Tn verse 4 of the C Xth these kings, the fellows or as- 
sociates of the great King, are spoken of as risin to the dead 
as dew from the womb of the morning. They « the saints ; 
the mater is, Py phets, ay tles. a their 9 st i contem- 
wraries, Who are to share Messiah’: power over the nations 
tor 1000 irs. ‘As for the conqueror, I will give h to sit 
iwi W u throne <. as | al have ( Mguc®e d. and 
| ices a ery a 

T! t fi re? 4 i ds to 
h } i} f Dg ; } I Li ra 
Jesu inf Aust retr ish 
ng down with violence the Great City ot Ba 2”. * Tae 
nlacue of |.’ “the indignation and wrath of A hty Ged;” 
‘the battle of Armageddon;” “ the great supper ci God:” and 
so forth.—In this day of dashu a in pik ces the patious lke a 
potter’s vessel, “the kings of the earth” “the Beast,” “ the 
alse prophet”? “the Prince of his enemies over extensive 


countries,* will all be whelmed in one common overthrow, and 
ihe Lord at Jehovah’s right hand, whose utle is, “* Kine or 
KINGS AND Lorp or Lorps” will reign over all supreme. 

I. piror. 


The Christian and his Persecutars. 


it was an excellent rule of an ancient philosopher, when an 
enemy accused him wrongfully, wholly to disregard the slan- 
der; but if justly, quietly to amend his fault. All, says the 
Apostle, who will live godly in Christ Jesus, shall be perseen- 
ted ; but wicked men and imposters will grow worse and worse, 
deceiving and being deceived. The man who is determined 
to live ‘godly in Christ Jesus,’ deems it a part of that living to 
‘contend earnestly for the faith once delivered to the saints.’— 
In doing this, a concussion inevitably ensues between him and 
the wicked men and imposters spoken of by Paul. In contend- 
ing for the truth he condemns them by implication. They know 
this, and feel it too. They retaliate, and having no better ar- 
guments, they persecute him as far as they dare, In former 
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days, their instruments of torture were the axe, the fire, the 



















sword, &c, but in these times, it is ‘a litde inember’ called the § 
longue. Concerning this instrument of torture, James s says, a 
it is a fire, a world of iniquity ; it defiles the whole body, and 
sets the wheel of nature on a blaze, and is set on fire from hell, 7 
The tongue of men, no one can subdue, it is an unruly evil 
thing. full of deadly poison.—But to the man living godly in 
Christ Jesus, the tongue of evil minded men can do no real 
harm. He seeks not the applause or lucre of the world but the 
approbation of God ; who saith,—Fear not them who can de- 
prive you of animal life, but cannot affect your et a eXist- 
ence ; gy t fear Him, who can deprive you of both in the de- 
struction of Hell.—The wicked may slander the rightecus, § 
which they ‘ah care to do in their absence, and their reports 
may operate to their prejudice in the estimation of other good 
men, Whose weakness may be credulity ; but ‘Time is the best J 
friend to Truth,’ and will effectually counteract the envy, ha- @ 
tred, and malignity of ungodly men. Hence, a man who con- ' 
tends for godliness in theory and practice mustiay his account : 
with persecution of some kind or other. His persecutors will § 
pe of two classes ; of those who persecute him unw ittingly i 
and of those who do it froma bad heart. The former may be § 


good men acting under a false impression; the latter, are ‘wick- 
«] men and imposters.’ These then, are separable into those 
who are radically wicked andewithout disguise; and 
ters’ who however beautiful their sepulchres may appear with- 
uf, are not only bad themselves, or *‘ deceived,’ but imposing 
ou om ers; or ‘deceiving and being deceived.’ Of these there 
is but little hope ; for instead of reforming ‘they grow worse 
and worse.’ The tongue of these men no one can subdue}; for 
they are impervious to truth. It is therefore useless to be trou- 
led about what they say ; the best way to treat them is after 
the fashion of the ancient philoso: her, ‘wholly to disreg ard 
their slander.’ For after all, if we bear it patiently, and witha 
zood conscience before God, we are blessed; for Happy shall 
you be, says the Rewarder of them who dilige ‘ntly seek him, 
when men shall revile and persecute you; and on my account ac- 
cuse you falsely of every evil thing! Rejoice and exult, for 
great is your reward in heaven; for thus the Prophets were 
persecuted who were before you.’ What then must be done 
with these our persecutors, must they go on unrestrained; must no efforts 
be made to check them ?—None: only give them rope enough and they 
will destroy themselves. They will slander on until the irslanders will be- 
come too gross to be believed. They are the greatest enemies to themselves: 
‘Father forgive them for they know not what they do!” is the prayer best 
euited to their case. 
Epitor. 


If it be well weighed, to say that a man lieth, is a8 much as to say, frat 
he is brave towards God, and a cowerd towards man: for a lie faces 
and shrinks from man.” 
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